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REMARKS 

in the Office Action, dated October 21 . 2003. the Examiner states that Claims 
1-6 are pending and Calms 1-6 are rejected. By the present Amendment. Applicant 
amends the claims. 

,n the Office Action. Cairns 1-6 are rejected as anticipated by US 3 ,872.749 
(Plummer). Cairns 1. 3 and 6 are rejected as anticipated by US 5.638.212 (Meyers 
et al.)- The Appiicant considers that the amendments to the c.a,ms overcome these 

releCt '°Caim 1 has been amended to include all the features of Cairn 2 and the 
additional feature that a concavities/convexities configuration of a cutting trace 
m aKes the non-iens surface of the Fresnel .ens be constructed in . 
mat surface configuration. Also. Claim 6 has been amended to .nclude the techn,ca 
feature that a concavities/convexities portion based on a cutting trace wh.ch is 
formed at the time of working a die makes each non-iens surface be consxucted as 
a frosted-glass, mat surface configuration. 

These amendments are supported by the passage between hnes 2-15 on 
page 1 1 of the original specification, and add no new matter. 

The frosted-glass mat surface configuration on the non-lens surface of the 
Fresnel .ens is effective at suppressing the emission of stray light withh the lens 
from the non-.ens surface to thereby improve the contrast. The working method o 
the present invention is effective to provide the die for a Fresnel lens with a Fresnel 
molding groove having a wall surface forming such a frosted-glass, rrat surface 
configuration. 

Contrary thereto. Plummer fails to disclose the feature of forming on the wall 
surface of the die a concavities/convexities configuration of a cutting bace. wh,ch 
makes the non-lens surface of the Fresne. lens be constructed as a frosted-glass 
mat surface configuration. Therefore, the Applicant considers that Ihe present 
invention defined in Calm 1 and 6 are not anticipated by Plummer. 

With respect to Meyers et al.. the rejection does not apply to original Cla.ms 2 
and 4 As is discussed above. Claim 1 has been amended to include the techn.cai 
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features of original Claim 2. and Claim 4 defines the dlo which has been wo.Ked by 
Two*,*, JUod of cairn 1. PurThe, amended Cairn 6 
Having on its non-lens surlaoe a concavities/convexities portion. Th,s portion Is 
eased on a curting bace whloh is formed a. me «me o, working a dre^nd such a 
concavities/convexities portion maKes eaoh non-lens surfaoe be «-««•*"• 
.rosled-giass. m a, surface configuration. These features are assocated with the 
Mature of amended Cairn 1. Therefore, the Applicant considers the, rer,a,n,ng 

Claims 1.4 and 6 are not anticipated by Meyer etal. 

I„ light o. the foregoing response, el, the outstanding cogens and 

rel ec«ons have been overcome. Applicant respectfully submits that 

should now be In better condition for allowance and respectfully requests t,voreble 

consideration. 

Respectfully submitted, 

AprU 2 °A^ Attorney for Applicaitf 

uaTe Brian W. Hameder 

do Ladas & Parry 
224 South Michigan Avenue 
Chicago, Illinois 60604 
(312) 427-1300 
Reg. No. 45613 
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